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bear Jins, 

Congratulations sf on the huprerce Court decision in the nay easel I will 
be loo .ir.u forward to news of the hearing. 

Thanks for your letter of 5/22, and the two batches of legal documents . 

Can’t '.'in them all. 1 guess Ge»ell didn’t want to take on lixon and Ford at 
the same tine. tff course, 1 Know he isn’t allowed to consider ih'.xix tilings like 
that.) i agree til at it is a vierd decision. Comet istes the 'workings n of the 
lav are enough to sake ;.;e appreciate physics i almost). 

ns I read your 2-page listing of the actions in this case, I was reminded of 
a couple of things; if you do get the transcript eventually, there is a chance 
that Ford already published all the good parts. The really sneaky business could 
have been done completely off-the-record. That might be a consideration in your 
decision to appeal or not; of course, I would like to see a fax favorable ruling 
in a Higher court, secondly, remember the can. 22 transcript which was never written 
up. It would aeoi.i hard to apply exemption 7 to something which wasn’t transcribed, 
t'i’hat is said without xxxsin having seen Gesell’s decision; he may have said 
something specific which might make the a an. 22 reporter's notes a better case.) 

if convenient, 1 would liS.e copies of a couple of the exhibits for the 4/2C/74 
11 aintif f ' ? memorandum ? and G 11/4/65 and 1/18/65 respectively), and the attachment 
part of axhii.it >i tl have the 4/13/65 memo itself.) I do have one other letter 
which may be relevant, and I £kik think harold has it too: asst. koxencrart to 
Soot i-ahmer, aug 17, 1566, stating that the archives has taken over the xsSxge role 
of the Commission with regard to release of the Commission’s internal documents 
(.sues, as this transcript), and that the Guidelines are nice but not binding, ti 
—-y have sent tiiis to you already, long ago.) 

if you do get a chance to look at my manuscript, I will be interested in 
your comments . 

k as t , 




